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% net Ne De Bo Day 
REMARKS a 


THE diſcourſe of Baptizing fick and dying infants, 
lately publiſhed, is now before me, together with the 


Advertiſement prefixed to it; and I will endeavour to 
keep them both in view, ſo as to conſider the reaſon- + 


ing of the one, without offending againſt the rules of 


the other. For, the regard, which is juſtly due to the 


| worthy Author from all, that have the honour of his 

friendſhip, or the happineſs of his acquaintance, would 

make a modeſt pen bluſh; if any expreſſion ſhould drep 
from it in the leaſt diſreſpectful to ſo amiable a cha- 
ktacder. But inviolably ſacred are the rights of truth, 


_— * * 
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which "muſt not be ſacrificed even to the G racer, 
1 Great is truth, and will prevail.“ And let her pre- 


; vall on whatever ide of the queſtion ſhe wy declare 125 
- herfelf at laſt, 


Tur * oY be diſcuſſed with freedom and can- n 


dor is this, viz. © Whether the baptizing of fick and 
| * dying infants, is a thing improper, and a practice not 
0 * fit to be countenanced, or encouraged by wiſe and 


* rational Chriſtians,” Now, there i is a previous que- 


ſtion to be reſolved, and the reſolution of which, 1 

| conceive, will greatly contribute to determine the point 

n debate; namely, whether the baptizing of infants 
is agreeable to the original inſtitution and adminiſtration . 
ol baptiſm in the Chriſtian church; yea, or no? If 
: no; then the baptizing of infants in health muſt be as : 
improper, as baptizing fck and dying infants. If yea; 
Which is a ruled caſe between us ; then health and 


ſickneſs appear to be out of the queſtion; as no ſuch 


diſtinction is made, nor, I think, neceſſarily implied 5 
in the inſtitution of baptiſm, I ſay, in the inſtitution 
of baptiſm. For a command to baptize i is one thing ; 


and a command to teach is another, Theſe are two 5 
+ See pag. 2.5826. of our Author. 
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different and diſtin& commands, tho” our Author ſeems 


to have confounded them together. Indeed his whole a 


argument apparently proceeds upon a wrong conſtruc- 


tion of the commiſſont, where the word, Diſcipling. 
comprehends both baptizing and teaching. So that a 


larger and more complex idea belongs to this ſcripture- 
term, than is expreſſed in our language by the word, 


Diſciple, which femply means a learner, But, for want 


of attending to this diſtinction, our Author makes 5 | 
proper difference between baptizing and teaching, as 
he refers both to the buſineſs of inſtruction: tho bap- t 


tizing 1s one thing, and teaching i is another; according 
as they are diſtinguiſhed in the expreſs words of the 
commiſſion. And if the ordinance of baptiſm hath ano- 


ther meaning and ſignification, than what he hath aſ- 
ſigned it, it may anſwer ſome valuable end, when ap- 
plied to ſubjects incapable of inſtructions, year even to fick : 
: and dying infants. 5 


, | Bur, ſays « our ir Authorf, © jt muſt appear from this 
e account of infant-baptiſm, &c. that it*goes on ſußpo- 


tion, that the children we baptize /hall live, &c. 
To which 1 anſwer; if his own account of infant · 


— 4 


+ Matth. xXVili. 19, 20. | + Pag. 327. 
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8 2 CANDID REMARKS. 
es goes on this ſuppoſition ; 1 ſuſpect his account 
ol it to be wrong, proceeding from the miſtake al- 
d ready pointed out, and not preſerving the ideas of bap- 
tizing and teaching properly diſtinct. For, if a com- 
mand to teach, goes on ſuppoſition that the children 
We baptize ſhall live to a teachable age; it follows 
not that a command to baptize goes on the ſame ſup- 
mands; as was obſerved before: and, as to the time 
of their execution in ordinary, they may relate to dif- 
erent /ubjef?s in point of age. 80 far as children are 
concerned in the caſe, the two commands may be na- 


curally underſtood thus; . Baptize infants, and, when - 


they are come to a proper age, teach, or inſtruct 
them.“ As to the obſeryationf, © That Chriſt di- 
* reds to make, or admit diſciples to him, baptizing 
© them; and then it immediately follows, teaching 
8 „ them,” &c. this obſervation, I ſay, is of little force, 
in my humble opinion, For, if teaching immediately 
follows baptizing in the order of words does it there- 
fore immediately follow in the preſcribed order of time | 
as to the adminiſtration? How then will our Author 
225 juſtify. his own practice in baptizing ſom — vize 
} Fag. 344+ 
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. hoſe in health ; when ſuch infants, Gabon: hath a 
live, of years 
e | and mia 


ws are e talk, 85 Inn in \ this 3 that i is, to 
1 * children, can anſwer no important end; but 
is to them it muſt be an inſignificant, and uſeleſs ce- 
.* xemony; and therefore I judge it proper to. be omit- 
ted.“ Now, here, allowing qur Author free liberty 
to judge for himſelf, which every man hath right to do; 
e ſhall only examine the ground: of bis judgment 
upon the caſe in hand. And it is obvious enough to re- 
mark, that if baptiſm given to dying children is, as he 
ſays, an uſeleſs ceremony as to them; it follows not, 
that it can anſwer no important end at all. And if any 
good end may be anſwered thereby; why. ſhould an 7 
one judge it proper to be omitted in this caſe? Baptiſm 


may anſwer ſeveral good ends and purpoſes : and if al! 


thoſe ends cannot be anſwered in any particular caſe; 
this is no ſufficient ground for omitting it in that caſe, | 
For, tis preſumed, the chief end of Zobz's baptiſm, 
Which was the baptiſm of repentance for the.remiſſion 
furt, was not anſwered i in his baptizing of Jg.. 
Ig. 328. tune. 5 


* 
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— mls of Jah gig i 


baptize him; till Jeſur over-ruled his ſcruples, and 
faidf, S uffer it to be fo now ; for thus it becometh us 


to fulfil all righteouſneſs. And thus, by his own ex- 
ample, he hath tau ght us to reverence a divine inſtitu- 


tion, even in caſes where the primary end of it cannot 


be anſwered; nor, perhaps, any other end, but only 


paying a religious regard to a divine appointment, For, 


I ſuppoſe, caſuiſtical dirines are agreed, that, when a 


thing is neceſſary upon no other account, it may be ſo, 


neceſſitate praecepti, i. e. by virtue of the precept enjoin= 
ing i it; a rule, which muſt take von in ** _—_ | 


and propriety : a point which muſt be referred to ſu- 
preme and ſovereign wiſdom. And ſo we can ſafely diſ- 
penſe with them in no caſe at our own diſcretion, or 
without a divine warrant. A divine warrant we have 
for diſpenſing with them in one caſe, and it may be in 
. I mean, when they interfere with Sy moral 1 
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if any where at all. 


T HIS leads us to obſerve, that, as yofitioe com- 
mands are of a more arbitrary nature than moral pre- 


cepts, we may be no competent judges of their fitneſs 


Math. Ut, 15. 
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duty. For, God will have mercy, and not ſarrifiet. 
Upon this principle it was, that our Saviour excuſed his 
diſciples, for plucking the ears of corn, and eating it on 
_ the Sabbath day, when they were hungry : and alſo a 
; juſtified David and his men for eating the Shew-bread 
under the ſame neceſſity, &ct. This latter inſtance i is 
produced by our Author, as an argument for omitting 
the baptiſm of ſick and dying infants, Very unexpected- 
ly indeed ! For, the caſe of neceſſity uſed by antient 
_ Chriſtians to be urged the contrary way; as we ſhall 
| have occaſion to remark hereafter, It was here, I think, 
: his buſineſs to have ſhewn, with what moral * che : 
: n of ſuch children interferes. 


Tun 3 1 laying BY circumciſion in 
the Wilderneſs, as he hath ſtated it, anſwers itſelf, For, 
he ſuppoſes it was ſo long omitted only, becauſe it 
„ was inconvenient in that unſettled ſtate of the peo- N 
ple. f Very well: but what inconvenience is there 
in baptizing ſick and dying infants ? unleſs, perhaps, 
when a miniſter's health may be endangered by his be- 
ing unſeaſonably called upon to perform that ollie. A A 


1 Matth. xi, 7. | Ihia, ver. 2.4. 
S Pag. 329. ff Ibid. 
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reſpect to the Iſraelites, it does not appear, that they 4 
omitted the circumciſing of their children in the Wil- 
derneſs, becauſe they were ſſct and dying. It might | 
therefore have been a little more to his purpoſe, if our . «| 
Author had obſerved, chat, though the time of circum | 
ciſion was fixed to the eighth day, by a poſitive vine 
command; yet © it is the cuſtom of the Jews, if their 


ther, Beſides, © if the Jewiſh infants die without cir- 


fore their burial, at the time and place of intermentf. 


12 
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| cafe which ſometimes may, but ſeldom does Waren 4 
if I may judge by my own experience. And to make an 
| occafſonal, accidental inconvenience, the ground of ®' 
general rule: of practice, will hardly be thought good 


caſuiſtry by any proper judges, in religion or law, With ; 


" children are ſick, to defer circumciſing them till the) 
& are well again.” This would furniſh a plauſible plea 


for deferring the baptiſm of infants in the ſame circum. —=_ 
ſtanees if baptiſm was as painful and dangerous a rite 
as cireumciſion is: but as this cannot be pretended, there - | 


is no foundation for arguing from the one caſe to the o- 


amcHior ; they circumciſe, and give them a name, 
as pred after death, and be 


But, as there is no ſuch cuſtom among us Chriſtians, of | 
t Vid. J. Buatof, Syazg Jud. cap. l. Els 
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1 baptizing children after they are dead, to ſupply the 

want of baptiſm in their life-time ; we have the leſs 

pretence for drawing the example of the Jews into a 

- precedent, to countenance the omiſſion of baptiſm in the 
caſe of ſick and dying infants, 


Wu ar relation there is between baptiſm and the 
1 5 1 ſerpent, another inſtance alledged t; or how an 
argument can be drawn from the one to the other, is not 
eeeaſy for a common eye to diſcern. However, as our 
Author hath formed his argument, it concludes nothing 
in his favour. For baptiſm is preſumed to be a ſtanding 
| ordinance in the Chriſtian church, where it is to conti- 
1 nue in force thro? all ages, But the uſe of the brazen 
| ſerpent was only temporary and tranſient, being con- | 
|, fined to the Wilderneſs, where the Iſraelites were | 
bitten with fiery ſerpents, as a miraculous antidote a- 
 gainſt that grievous plague. To this period of its uſe- 
 fulneſs alone, as acknowledging no other, Chriſt himſelf 
referred, when he fſaidh,' And as Moſes lifted up the 
ſerpent in the Wilderneſs, &c. Therefore, tho the bra- 
Zen ſerpent was afterwards preſerved as a kind of mo- 


14 227 
$ John iii. 14. 1 
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— 1. proper aſs: was manifeſtly a at an end long 
before the time when Hezetiah deſtroyed it, together 
with the high places, imuget, and groves, which the 
children of Hracl uſed for ſuperſtitions purpoſes}. Con- 
ſequently this pious king, tho' he exerted a commend. 
able zeal, he did not diſpenſe with any divine ordi- 
ance, by that public act of reformation, How then can = 
particularly in the cafe of fick and dying infants? Or, 
Y _ with what propriety and decorum can this cafe be com- 
. | pared to the other, direcily or indirectly, as a fimilar in- | 
ſtance of lndubl nel inthe fared cauſe of religion Þ | 


il „ 
| duce the-brazen ſerpent upon this occaſion, tho' foreign - \ 
FE to his purpoſe, we ſhall purſue. the hint à little farther, 

Il before we diſmiſs it. And if baptifm is confidered as a 

If fn, and token of covenant-grace; or af an imereſt 

ö n the bleſſings of the goſpel, freely beſtowed. upon us 

29K in Chriſt jeſus; which appears to be its primary 

174 nlaotion, and principal end t? Hay, if Chriſten depen 

| f 30 + See Numb. xxi. 8,9. 2 Kings 18. 4. 


t See Dr. Taylor, On the Covenant of Grace, and Boptiſm 
the toten * it. : | | | 
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& viewed in this light3 one may, perhaps, upon a 
nearer iaſpection diſcover ſome fimilitude and reſem- 
blance haves. © 1 the brazen . — 

; * writer. re of the 3 that were 
ſtung with fiery ſerpents, as mentioned before, he ſays}, 
: They were troubled for à {mall ſeaſon, that they 
= might be admoniſhed, having a /ign of ſalvation to 
* put them in remembrance of the commandment. 
thy law, For he, that turned himſelf towards it, 
© avas not ſaved by the thing that he ſaw, but by thee 
that art the Saviour of all.” And if this account is, as 
it ſeems to be, juſt and proper; then theſe Sfraclites, 

. who looked upon the brazen ſerpent, not only as the | 
VA of ſalontion, but allo as the efficient cauſe of their 

ure, were guilty of as great a miltake, as any Chriſtian | 

b: parents can comm, in ſuppoſing that baptiſm is more 
chan a % of ſaluation, and chat it actually ſaves their 
| children, The two caſes appear to be parallel. Let us 

men ſuppoſe (what is very poſſible; and therefore we 
may be fairly allowed to make the ſuppoſition) that 

- ſome of the {ſreclites were in fact guilty of that very 
miſtabe; I alk, would cheir miſtaken notion of the 

© 4 Widlom of Bel. chap. xvi. 6, Yo 

e B 2 
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thing, whhout a divine . have juſtified Mo fo = 
in taking down the brazen ſerpent, which he had /er up 

by a divine command ? If not (which I think muſt be 
granted) then by parity of reaſon the like miſtake, con- 
cerning the uſe and efficacy of baptiſm, can authorize 


no perſons to diſpenſe with this divine ardinance | in the 2 


caſe under 3 8 


us Ne truth th of the matter, in ſhort, is hir, that if 


che abuſe of any thing is a good argument againſt the | 


wſe of it; the argument will prove too much, and con- 
clude too far. It will conclude againſt baptizing, not 


only ſick and dying infants, but any infants at all. 
It will conclude againſt the celebration of the other 
| Chriſtian ſacrament. Nay, what will it not conclude a- 
gainſt, both in religion and common life ? For, there is 
| ſcarce any thing, that can be named, but what may be 
| abuſed, and by many perſons actually is abuſed, and ; 


perverted to a wrong purpoſe, But is there no mean be- 


| tween the two oppolite extremes ? Is there no method 


for prudent and pious men to guard againſt the ſuper- 


ſtitious uſe of a ſacred ordinance, without laying it 
wholly aſide in any caſe? Surely there is, viz, by recti- 
 fying vulgar miſtakes about it, and giving people right 
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| eonceptions and rational notions of the true nature and 
" defign of the tidy, 


Bur we are aſked}, © With reference to the pa- 


„ rents of theſe dying children, pray of what great uſe 
| can the baptizing of their children be to them, when 


| 1 their children are dead ? ” Which queſtion may be 


anſwered by another, viz. Of what uſe to parents is 


6 the baptizing of their children in health, when they 
die in infancy? as a multitude of children do after | | 
« they are baptized, tho' they appeared in perfect 
* health at the time of their baptiſm.” I ſay not this 
by way of objection againſt baptizing them. For I can 
eaſily conceive, that thoſe religious acts, which the pa- 
rents perform at their childrens baptiſm, may be of 
| ſome uſe and ſervice to themſelves, whether their 
children live or die, And I deſire to know, what it is, 


that Chriſtians do at the baptiſm of their children in 


| health; but what they may alſo do at the baptiſm of 
their ſick and (for aught they know to the contrary ; 
| tho? they cannot be ſure of it: for, while there is life 
there is hope) dying infants, *©* In that ſervice, as our 
Author obſerves}, parents profeſſion of Chriſtianity a 
Ann e. . 


parental duties to their childres with fidelity? that 
, all parental duties in tbeir power ; all that preſent 
_ circumſtances may require, (and there are duties owing 
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. i; folemnly renewed, pv 


them to diſcharge all parental duties to their children 
& with fidelity,” &c, Now, all this is very good: but 


when, (I.) I ſeriouſly afk, why cannot parents profe/- 
Vm of Chriftianity be ſolemnly renewed at the baptiſm 
of ſick and dying infants? v. g. Is there any impro- 
_ prietyinmaking an open profeſſion of their faith in God, 


and Chriſt, and the Holy Spirit, and a life to come, 


upon that ocraſion ? (2.) Upon the ſame vecaſion, why 


cannot frour promiſes be made by them to diſcharge all 


even to ſick and dying children) or that future circum- 


ſtances may admit. And parents can promiſe no more 
Vith reſpect to their children in health. Beſides, are 

_ theſe baptiſmal promiſes abſolute or conditional ? Con- 
<ditzonal promiſes they mult be; for, it is only upon con- 
Aion that both themſelves and their children /hall live, 
| that parents promile to diſcharge the duties, which our 
Author Juppoſes them to engage for at their childreus 
baptiſms. And pray, why cannot parents promiſe to 
Aiſcharge the ſame duties conditionally with reference 


to o their n in kick, and poſkbly in dying circum- 
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ſtances? that is, le eee at an \ 
cover, and live, While there is life; there is hope; as 
hope, that à fick, and at prefent ſeemingly dying in- 
fant ſhall recover; as that another infant, baptized in 


| health, fhall not be ſick and die before the limited time 


for receiving Chriſtian inſtruction. Therefore the fame 
conditional promiſes may as conſiſtently be made at the 
6 by baptiſm of the one as of the other, And in both caſes 
the parents equally expreſs a pious difpofition to per- 

55 form alt prafticable duties to their children reſpee- 
tively, A diſpoſition which mult be pleafing and ac = 
ceptable to the univerſal Parent: and therefore ſuch 
a ſolemn declaration of it, as is made at their childrens 
baptiſm, can be no fuperſtition, but a . and be- 
coming att of relies. | ER | 


Ir we take a nearer view of our Author's way of 
reaſoning, and examine his argument to the bottom; ; 
1 believe it will be found to look with as unfavour- 8 
able an aſpect upon his own practice, as upon chat 
Which he cenſures and oppoſes. For, in arguing a- 
gainſt the baptifm of fick and dying infants, he pro- 
ceeds all along upon this principle, viz. that it is im- 


20 | CANDID REMARKS; 


eber eie but thoſewho gulli ive E; 
that is, to a proper age for receiving inſtruction, and 
enjoying the benefit of a Chriſtian education. And 

what is the neceſſary conſequence of this -poſition : 
but that in order to know, what infants it is proper 
to baptize; tis abſolutely requiſite that we know, in 

the firſt place, what infants ſhall live to ſuch an age? 

Baut, as it is utterly impoſſible to know this afore-hand 

in the caſe of any one infant whatſoever, without a 

revelation from heaven; therefore, by his account of 

| baptiſm, che baptizing of any infants properly becomes 

an impracticable thing, For the infant, that is well 
and in health the ft month, may ſicken and die the 


| ſecond, or the third, &c. and ſo its preſent ſtate of 


health is no ground of certainty at all, that the child 
ſhall live to the age aſligned ; as common experience 
ſhews. Conſidering then how many children actual- 
ly die, before they come to years of diſcretion, and are 
capable of receiving Chriſtian inſtruction; who, but a 
viſionary enthuſiaſt, can have the aſſurance to ſay, when 
be takes a child of a month old, or under, in his arms 

to baptize it, I believe this child ſhall live to thoſe 
Fears? (For this is not the age of inſpiration; ane 

e E 
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| therefore no perſon in our days can pretend to Zacha- 
riasꝰ gift of prophecyf.) And if no miniſter can ratio 
nally ſay that he believes it; how can he believe it pro- 
per to baptize ſuch a child, according to our Author's 
| hypotheſis ? And, if he does not really belieye it. pro-: 
der to baptize the child; how can he honeſtly, and 
_ conſiſtently do it? Happy is the man that condemneth 

nos himſelf in that thing, which he alloweth : but we 


are told by the ſame inſpired writer, Whatſoever is no: 


of faith is fin} ; an approved maxim. Leaving then 
bur Author to reconcile his main principle with hig 
dn practice of baptizing children in health, tho he 
refuſes to baptize ch and dying infants; 3-4 proceed to 
0 anther obſervation. : 


tis a matter of great importance in this argument, 
that the dochrine and deſign of baptiſin be rightly un- 

derſtood. But we have had occaſion to remark before, 5 
khat our Author hath given an improper and imperfect 
account of baptiſm, by referring it wholly to the buſir 
neſs of inſtruction, or education of children; which, at 
the moſt, can be only „ q ſecondary end, reſulting 
66 from the principal, which appears to be this 5 


4 Luke i. 67, 16, | . 4 Rom, xiy. 22, 23. | 
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„ that the ordinance is a „n, or token of the grace of 
© the goſpel-covenant,” For, what is the principal 


character ſuſtained by Chriſt as head of his church? 
Is it that of a Maſter, or Teacher; and not rather, as 
J ſuppoſe, that of a Mediator, viz. of the new cove- 


 nantÞ? Baptiſm, then, the rite of initiation in his 


church, muſt of conſequence have a chief reference to 


Chriſt under the ſecond dignified character; and ſo it 
| naturally admits, yea requires a different notion, and 
anſwers a different end, (viz. as the token of the ſaid 
covenant) from what would be proper and peculiar to 
the fit character only, For any one therefore to li- 
mit the meaning, uſe, and deſign of Chriſtian baptiſm 
to the inſtruttion of the ſubject ; this muſt in all rea- 
ſon be thought an inaccurate account, which conveys 


an inadequate notion and idea of the inſtitution, For, 
what! is Jeſus Chriſt a mere philoſopher ? Is he not 
more properly a Saviour? Yes, truly, a princely Sa- 


viour ; the Saviour of the world d, whom the Fa- 


ther of mercies hath exalted, and advanced to a throne 


of grace, placing him at the head of a . of 


ue as well as of truth, 


+ Heb. xii. 24. Ads v. 3. See Mr. Sam, Bours's : 


wid! vol. ü. * 286; &, 8 John: iv. * 
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Wurx 1 ſaid, Su the deems at begin is 


* a Signs. or token,” (in other words, © a memorial, 
. 5 or aſſurance) of the grace of the goſpel-cove- 


* nant; ” my meaning was, that it is ſo,” © not only 


* family, And therefore every Chriſtian family, as 
© well as every Chriſtian infant, have a right to the 
« adminiſtration of the ordinance, whether the child 


te be „iel, or in health; as being of the preateſt uſe 


and importance to revive in their breaſts a ſenſe of 
* redeeming love, and of their obligations. Certainly, 


* it is very fit and rational, that the covenant, or free | 


grant of pardon and eternal life, upon which our 
Whole life and being, all our comfort and happineſs, 


d both here and hereafter do depend, ſhould in every 
* family, at che birth of every child. be ſolemaly exi- 


** bited and declared, This, doubtleſs, is the primary 


** defign of baptiſm. And, therefore, not only hath 
the infant, newly entered into life a right, to the ſo- 
** Jemn recognition of the divine grace, in which it hath | 
« an intereſt; but the whole family, parents and others, 

( have a claim to the adminiſtration of the ordinance 
« for their own benefit, to awaken their attention to. 
= * the riches 4. divine mercy in our redemption, to in- 
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* creaſe their gratitude and love, to excite them to 
all worthy of their high calling of God, in Chriſt | 
« Jeſus, And ſurely no miniſter can have à right to 
deny, or diſcourage this claim, by refuſing to admi- 
_ *©. niſter the ordinance of baptiſm, ace the Rane = 
#* "Oe" or wes 233 EY 


Lr us e eee to take a further view of this 
goſpel inſtitution, Baptiſmal water aptly repreſents, 
thoꝰ it does not actually confer, the purifying from pol- 
lution, whether natural, or moral, By moral pollu- 
tion I underſtand the gilt of fin, eſpecially prevailing 
ſin, which greatly deſiles the human foul. And fo, bap- 


tiſmal water may be conceived to repreſent ſymboli-. 


cally the pardon of fin, thro' the rich mercy of God in 
Chriſt, according to the gracious covenant ſealed with 
his precious blood, which was /hed for the remiſſion 
of fins. But, becauſe the guilt of prevailing fin 
cannot be removed, ſo long as fin does prevail, and 
is predominant ; therefore repentance,. and remif- 
ion of fins are 2 n in che g0- 


; + See. this point l and e at 1 * Dr. Tay: 
lor 1 in the book before referred to, pag. 68, &c. 
| . Matth. xxvi. 28. Acts xxii. 16, &c. 
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ſpel ſcheme}. - But it may be ſaid ; what concern can 


innocent children be ſuppoſed to have with baptiſm, 
conſidered in this view ? To which I anſwer, (I.) A8 


they are born into a ſinful world, where they are liable 
both to ſin and ſorrow ; there ſeems to be no impropriety, 
but rather a certain congruity in applying to them the 


ſacred ſign of that gracious diſpenſation, under which 
they are born, and the token of the goſpel-covenant ; 
which includes the promiſe of divine mercy and gracet. 


ls it not a comfortable circumſtance, that new-born in- 


fants ſhould appear by a poſitive divine appointment, to 
þe received into the arms of divine mercy from their 


| mother's womb 2 Beſides, (2.) the innocent and b oly | 
| Feſus would ſubmit to the baptiſm of John, tho' it was 
the baptiſm of repentance for the remiſſion of ſins ; as 


| we took occaſion to obſerve before Again, by natural 


pollution I would here be underſtood to mean the e- 


nualty of fin, viz. death, which is ſo great a defilement, 


and even corruption of the 4umar body, Speaking of 
man as mortal, holy Fob ſays 9, Wbo can bring a clean 
thing out of an unclean? Not one; ſeeing his days 


are determined, &c. q. d. A mortal being can no 


more produce an immortal offspring, than clean wa- 


4 See Luke XXIV. 47. Acts ii. 38. v. 31. f Heb. iv. 16. 
9 Job xiv. 4, 5. An | 


r 
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*< ter can be drawn from an unclean veſſel, or ſpring,” 
This compariſon is agreeable to that antient divine 
lauf, which ordained, that whoſoever toucheth. -a dead 
body, or a bone of a man, or a grave, ſhall be unclean 7 

| ſeven days. For this reaſon the Jews avhited their ſes 
pulchres, being full of dead mens bones, and all unclean- 
neſi t, to the end that people might avoid touching ; 
them. For, without ſome ſuch mark of diſtinction, viſible 
and remaining upon them, the graves appeared not; 
and ſo the men, that walked over them, were not aware 
of them\, whereby they inadvertently contracted legal 
pollution. In which, and the like caſes before ſpecified, 


it was further enacted by the ſame authority, that 
the unclean perſon ſhould bathe himſelf in water, as a 


mean of his purification. Hence we read of a man's be- 
ing baptized, or waſhed, after the touching of a dead 
body. All which things naturally ſuggeſt the notion, 
chat death is a great pollution and defilement of the hu - 
man body, rendering it an unclean thing. Now, this no- 
Yiou of pollution is Pin n to all the 
+ Numb. xix. 16. | = 
See Matth. xxiii. 27, and Dr. Shaw's rede ag 285, | 
§ Luke ii. 44. | 
11 Numb. xix. 19. 


ti n Go venpod. | Eeclus xxxiv. 15. 


CANDID REMARKS. 27 


children of men, both young and old: beende they 


are all mortal, and born to die. Therefore no leſs ap- 


plicable to perſons of every age is baptiſmal abſolution 
in its own nature, as being a ſignificant token of our fi- 
nal redemption from death, by Chriſt, As dur Author 
himſelf allows, that infants have an intereſt in the re- 
_— of 0 - ſo we _ _ him, that their 
fore can the want if . deprive hots of ; it, But, 
tho' baptiſm does not give them a right to redemption; 
- their right to redemption may juſtly intitle them to bap- 
tiſm, as an acknowledgment of that right. For, bar 
tiſm, as applied to infants, ſeems to be an apt ſignifica- 
tion, and expreſſive ſign of their redemption by Chriſt; 
in which view it appears to be very properly ſo ap- 
plied. If then their being /iable to ſickneſs and death, 
by virtue of their relation to the fr/# Adam, in whom 
all diet, is a proper ground and reaſon of baptizing in- | 
fants, in token of their relation to the ſecond Adam, 
and of their being intereſted in the bleſſed and glorious 
| hope of a reſurrection to eternal life thro' him; is it 
not very ſtrange, that their being in a /t and dying 
vondition ſhould be made an objection againſt baptizin : 

| 9 Fag. 337. e 11 Cor. xv. 23. 
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infints? Rather; one ett it hould be judged 
a good reaſon for baptizing them. For, how can the 
An of ſalvation be more ſeaſonably applied? oo 


This may be a proper place to take notice, that . 
beſides the ſatisfaction of ſilfilling all righteouſneſs ii 
their meaſure, after the example of our great Re- 

deemer, mentioned before: I ſay, beſides the ſecret 
ſatisfaction of paying due regard to a divine appoint - 
ment; it may yield additional comfort to pious pa- 
rents, and greatly aſſiſt them in the act of reſignation 
to reſign up their ſick and dying infants to God under 
the covenant-/jgn of baptiſm; by this ſolemn act at 
5; once recognizing both hir right to diſpoſe of them, 
and alſo their right to covenant - bleſſings. This gives 
the ſolicitous parents, as it were, ocular proof, and a 
| ſenſible evidence of his own appointing, that their chil. 
dren die under God's covenant of everlaſting lifet. And 
| thus, tho' they were fully convinced of their children's | 
| intereſt in the redemption of Chriſt before; yet the 
| ſeeing them baptized, according to a divine appoint» 
ment, is a proper mean to excite their own faith and 
bope into more vigorous and _ 3 Jul as 
Dt *Þ 2 Mac. . 36. 
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8 Ltholding the nike in . bat that antient ſign | N 
al God's coyenant f; had an apt tendency to ſtrengthen 


a che faith of the pious in the divine promiſe which it 


ſealed; tho” that ſame promiſe was known and believ- 


ed before. Therefore our Author may poſſibly be miſ- 
taken, when he ſays}, © This reſignation of them to 


< the Divine diſpoſal----is as perfectly, and, I doubt 
not, more acceptably done by prayer, without bap- 


** tiſm, in the caſe before us,” This, I ſay, may hap- 


pen to prove a miſtake, For, if prayer, which is not 


bere excluded, but ſuppoſed always to attend baptiſm, 


| Iz the proper and formal way; it is not a motive of re- 


ſignation. But the ſolemn and divinely authorized re- 


eognizing of the double right aforeſaid, in their chil- 


drens baptiſm, ſuggeſts to the mind of Chriſtian pa- 


rents at once thoſe awful thoughts, and thoſe pleaſing 
reflections, which have an happy tendency to calm, 


cCompoſe and refreſh their troubled and ſorrowful ſpi- 
rits; when, with yearning bowels, they ſee their poor 
infants lie languiſhing before them in ſick and dy- 


ing circumſtances, And, whatever ſome tempers 


may be able to bear; there are others, which require 
| all the aſſiſtance, that can be procured for them, 


1 Gen. ix. 8, — 1 7. 4 Page 344. 
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to perform a thorow act of reſignation, in a caſe ſo af 
fecting to the heart of a tender parent. On ſuch mourn- 
ful occaſions it is but cold comfort, to direct a weeping 
eye to the dimmer light of nature for relieff, as our 
Author ſeems to dof ; tho? not excluſive of the ſerip- 
tures. And, how he could think the caſe of the infants 


at Niniveh any thing to the purpoſe of his argument; 
I cannot comprehendg. For, that inſtance proves no 
more in favour of infants, than of cattle, which are al- 


ſo mentioned on the ſame occaſion, as the care of Pro- 
vidence}+. But to let this matter paſs, and draw to- 


wards a concluſion : 


* 


1 HAVE one obſervation more to make upon our 
Author's notion of baptizing only children in health; 


viz, that it is a great innovation in Chriſtian diſcipline, 


and contrary to the judgment and practice of the pri- 
mitive church. For, thoſe few antient Chriſtian wri- 
ters, who adviſed the delay of childrens baptiſm in 


+ See Mr. Hgllet's Diſcourſe on the Impoſſibility of pro- 


ving a future State by the Light of Nature; and the Defence 
of it, in anſwer to Mr, Grove, 5 
Pag. 334. 
S5 See Pag. 335. 
++ Jonah iv. 2. 


Wl 
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health, approved of their baptiſm, in caſe of danger, 


i. e. of death; (quite the reverſe of this new ſcheme. 
in both articles, ) viz. Tertullian and Gregory Nazian- 
zent. In this caſe, rather than children ſhould die 5 


without baptiſm, the former of theſe writers allowed, 
that a layman ſhould perform the office for them; ſo 
far agreeing with our Author's conceſſion to ** Chriſtian 
4 parents, who cannot be ſatisfied to defer baptiſm, 
* when their children are dangerouſly ſick},” (tho? 


our great reformers ſeem to have been of another 


mind. But the argument drawn from circumciſion, 


to ſhew, that parents may baptize their own children, 
if they judge it neceſſary, in a /t and dying condi- 
tion, will prove juſt as well, that they may baptize 
their own children in health, ** For, Abraham, to 


_ £6. whoſe inſtance this Author appeals, circumciſed his 
* ſon Iſhmael, and all the males in his family, when 


* they were, for ought that appears, all in perfect 


** health,” Whereas then he would perſuade themþ+ 


to wait on Divine providence for their children's 


7 See Pacdo-Baptiſin, ſreond Part, p. 6. 


| | Pag. 332. 
FS Vid. J. Calvini Epiſt, et Reſon fol. pag. 334, Kc. 


tt Tag. 331. 
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recovery, and not in a hurry ſend for the 1 mini- 


$* {ter to baptize them,” &c, the truth is, as he hath 


ſtated the caſe, they need not ſend for the miniſter at 
all, to perform that office upon any occaſion. But, by 


the way, why muſt they wait only for their childrens 
recovery? Why not longer than ſo by ſome years ; if 


the baptizing of children means no more than putting 
them to ſchool ; as he ſeems to make it f. For, their 


recovery from one illneſs is no ſecurity at all, that they 
ſhall not be taken off by another, before they arrive 


at a teachable and * age. But e of this 


before, 


AxD now would I alſo adviſe Chriſtian parents to 
await on divine Providence in all caſes, and for all 
events: but to do it in the way of their duty, faithful- -· 
ly endeavouring to the beſt of their power, and ſo far 

as preſent circumſtances admit, to fulfil all righteouſe 


neſs. And, thus, paying a decent reſpect to a divine 


_ . Inſtitution in every inſtance, and as any occaſion offers; 
let them get their children baptized, either in health, 
or out of kealth, rather than not have them baptized at 
all, And cannot but wiſh, that no Chriſtian miniſter - 


+ Pag. 324. 
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of any denomination would diſcourage in the mind of 5 
ſerious Chriſtians a conſcientious and pious regard to 


a ſolemn ordinance of God; and much leſs claim to 


chemſelves a diſpenſing power, without being able to 
produce a proper commiſſion for it. For, as our Au- 
tor himſelf hath well ſaid upon another occaſionf, 

to God an unreſerved ſubjection and obedience is al- 
* ways due; his laws can never loſe their force, but 
© ought to be preſerved ſacred and inviolate : not on- 
ly his moral laws, that are of unchangeable and eter» 


*© nal obligation, and conſequently to them our firſt re- 
* gards are due; but alſo his poſitive ones challenge 3 


e reverential and conſcientious obſervance ; they are 
: preſcribed by inconteſtable ſupreme authority: | 


<© therefore we cannot neglect them, without being guil- 


5 ty of diſowning the night of God to govern, and give | 


e us law, Yea, being the directions of infinite wiſdom, 


be in order to our confirmation, and growth in all moral 15 
excellencies; it will be both ingratitude and folly to 


** diſregard them. If, indeed, we are dutiful children, 
** and faithful ſervants of God; we ſhall make it our 
** continual endeavour, to walk in all his command= - 
ments and ordinances blameleſs : for then only, ſhall - 

| 7 Religious Diſcourſes, P+ 244, KC, N 
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© ye have no cauſe to be aſhamed, when we have re- 
te ſpect unto all his commandments.” &c. 


I Have now freely declared my own ſentiments 
upon the point in queſtion, And tho? I ſhould not be 
ſo happy, after all, as to convince my worthy and much 
| eſteemed friend, that his /entiments and practice are 

wrong ; yet, having religiouſly conformed to the other 
terms of his Advertiſement, I would hope theſe e- 
marks on his Di/cour/e may deſerve, and therefore 
obtain ſome regard from his known ingenuity and ho- 
nour, - | | 


FINIS, 
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